The researchers developed and demonstrated reliability for a list of Rorschach sexual responses. Sexual offenders (n = 40) and child abusers (« = 40) took the Rorschach to investigate differences in these responses. These adult male subjects were randomly assigned to either a permissive or neutral instructional set, and hypothesized differences between groups were found to exist only within the sexually permissive instruction set. Post hoc analysis suggests that subtle and gender-confusion Rorschach responses, rather than those that are obviously sexual, discriminate best between groups. Results support a 2-step model of sexual responses on the test. Gender of the examiner was not related to the results.
The researchers developed and demonstrated reliability for a list of Rorschach sexual responses. Sexual offenders (n = 40) and child abusers (« = 40) took the Rorschach to investigate differences in these responses. These adult male subjects were randomly assigned to either a permissive or neutral instructional set, and hypothesized differences between groups were found to exist only within the sexually permissive instruction set. Post hoc analysis suggests that subtle and gender-confusion Rorschach responses, rather than those that are obviously sexual, discriminate best between groups. Results support a 2-step model of sexual responses on the test. Gender of the examiner was not related to the results.
There have been few systematic empirical studies of Rorschach sexual responses (Bergmann, 1945; Due & Wright, 1945; Gottfried, 1975; Keltikanbas, 1984; Murray, 1985; Tuber & Coates, 1985; Wheeler, 1949) , and most of the research is flawed in one way or another (Exner, 1991; Weiner, 1966) . Until now, the Comprehensive System (Exner, 1986) has provided most of the reliable normative data, and its sex response score reflects only those overt sex responses involving percepts of sex organs or activities related to sex function. Exner's normative data reveal that only about 4% of nonpatient adults give the narrowly denned Comprehensive System sex response. Despite this limited empirical grounding, it appears that Rorschach practitioners routinely use the test to address many aspects of sexual adjustment and management of sexual impulses. This study is an attempt to provide a systematic empirical base to the theories regarding sexual responses on the Rorschach.
Most authors agree that the preoccupation with sexuality on the Rorschach suggests sexual disturbance (Exner, 1986; Holt & Havel, 1960; Rappaport, Gill, & Schafer, 1968; Schafer, 1954) . According to psychoanalytic theorists, crude or primitive sexual themes should not break into consciousness under normal circumstances. Exner (1986) has demonstrated that concerns for social approval filter out sexual references and that subjects can manipulate content more easily than structure on the Rorschach. External social taboos also inhibit the verbalization of sexual material. Implicit in these previous accounts of Rorschach sexual responses is a two-step model. The first step is defensive and intrapsychic, keeping sexual responses out of awareness; the second is social and external, preventing the verbalization of sexual responses that are in one's awareness.
On the basis of a review of the literature, we formulated four interrelated research questions regarding sexual disturbance and Rorschach sexual responses. Schafer's (1954) writings conExamples of scored responses are available from Donald 1 Viglione, Jr.
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Correspondence concerning this article should be addressed to Donald J. Viglione, Jr., 6212 Ferris Square, San Diego, California 92121. cerning general defensive failure and the presence of sexual responses on the Rorschach gave rise to this research question: Are sexual disturbances accompanied by a general defensive failure in controlling sexual contents, so that Rorschach responses would contain an excessive number of general sexual references? Rapaport et al. (1968) , Exner (1986) , and others have noted that the content of an individual's responses reflects the breadth of interests of that individual. This notion gave rise to a second research question: Are sexual disturbances accompanied by specific interests in sexual deviations? In other words, do sexual disturbances result in Rorschach responses that incorporate references to sexual deviations?
A number of authors have identified gender confusion and atypical types of sexuality as implicated in sexual disturbances (Bash, 1973; Due & Wright, 1945; Goldfried, 1975; Klatskin & Eron, 1970; Rapaport et al., 1968; Schafer, 1954; Tuber & Coates, 1985; Wysocki & Wysocki, 1977) . This supposition led to a third question: Are sexual disturbances accompanied by gender confusion and other atypical types of sexuality, so that the Rorschach response would contain such references?
Psychoanalytic ego psychology suggests that in sexual disturbances primitive sexual content impinges on consciousness, and it disrupts ego functioning (Exner, 1986; Schafer, 1954) . By definition, sex offenses reflect poor judgment and reality disturbances in addressing sexuality. These considerations led to a fourth question: Are sexual disturbances accompanied by difficulties with judgment, cognition, and reality testing, so that Rorschach sexual responses would be accompanied by indicators of disrupted ego functioning?
According to the two-step model, one must take into consideration the subject's concern for social approval and external circumstances. It has been demonstrated in the Rorschach literature that instructional set can influence responses, particularly the content of responses (Exner, 1986) . Furthermore, in an evaluation of one's sexual adjustment, one's understanding of why one is being tested may influence the record.
We also speculated that gender of the examiner may be another external circumstance that may affect social approval processes and subjects' willingness to express sexual responses. However, data on the effect of the examiner's gender on sexual responses are mixed. Goodman (1979) found no relationship, but Milner and Moses (1974) found that male examiners produced the most sexual responses with male subjects and the fewest with female subjects. In the Milner and Moses study, female examiners produced an intermediate number of sexual responses.
Finally, the literature has revealed that a number of specific Rorschach variables reflect defensiveness or guardedness and often function to conceal psychological issues and concerns. Thus, overall constriction or guardedness in the record may suggest increased concern for social approval and serve to screen out sexual responses. The most commonly cited indices of guardedness in the Comprehensive System (Exner, 1986 (Exner, , 1991 are the number of responses (K) and lambda (L, proportion of pure F response to all other responses). Others that have been identified include percentage of animal content response (M; Rapaport et al., 1968) , perservations (PSV; Exner, 1986) , developmental quality vague responses (DQy; Exner, 1986) , and rejections (Prandon, Jensen, Matranga, & Watson, 1973) . There is reason to believe these variables would indicate guardedness and either conscious or unconscious attempts to filter out sexual responses.
The goals of this study were (a) to derive a reliable method of scoring obvious and subtle sexual content on the Rorschach, (b) to validate these scores on a clearly sexually disturbed sample, (c) to test the four interrelated understandings about sexually disturbed individuals and Rorschach sexual responses, and (d) to explore the effects of the possible mediating factors of guardedness, instructional set, and gender of the examiner on the sexual responses. It was expected that sex offenders, particularly under permissive testing instructions, would produce more Rorschach sexual responses. It was hoped that the results of this study might be applicable to the assessment of sexual crime perpetrators.
Method
There were three independent variables: (a) group-sexual disturbed or control, (b) instructional set-sexual or neutral instructions, and (c) gender of examiner. Main effects for group and instructional set were expected. Because of inconsistent previous results, no hypotheses were offered for gender of the examiner. Guardedness was included as a covariate for exploratory, post hoc analysis.
Subjects
There were 80 men-40 were court-identified sexual offenders (largely pedophiles); 40 were control subjects (i.e., court-identified physical child abusers without histories of sexual offenses and without deviant sexual experiences). Including a group of known sexual offenders was considered an improvement over past research. Men were used because they constitute the large majority of sex offenders. This control group of physical child abusers was selected because it resembled the target group in impulsivity and court intervention. All subjects were in court-ordered treatment. They were solicited from various community agencies specializing in treating these populations. A brief description of the study was presented to potential subjects, and all subjects subsequently volunteered.
The groups did not differ in years of education (12.9 years, sexually disturbed group; 13.0 years, control group; J(78) = .37, ns), marital status (67% of sexually disturbed group and 78% of control group were married and living with spouses), or income (55% of sexually disturbed group and 53% of the control group earned $20,000 or less). There was no difference in racial backgrounds between groups, and approximately a quarter of the subjects were non-White. The sexually disturbed group was significantly older with a mean age of 36 years compared with the control group's mean of 32 years, f(78) = 2.40, p < .02. The effect of this difference was felt to be trivial as an effect on the Rorschach (Exner, 1986) . Groups were equivalent also in the amount of psychopathology present as measured by the Brief Symptom Inventory (BSI; Derogatis & Melisaratos, 1983) . The General Symptom Index mean scores were 42.2 for sexually disturbed subjects and 41.8 for the control group, and the difference between the two was not significant, f(78) = .52, ns.
To ensure internal validity, a questionnaire was developed to identify child-abusing subjects who also had sexual disturbances. Of the original 47 prospective control subjects, 7 who admitted to atypical sexual experiences were excluded from the study. Subjects in each group were randomly assigned to one of two instructional sets and to either male or female examiners.
Measures
There were two Rorschach measures: sexual responses and the guardedness index. On the basis of the literature and four explanations of sexual disturbances, 15 overlapping sexual response features were identified and are presented in Table 1 . The list of sexual responses derived for this study went beyond the obvious Comprehensive System sex score. A single response might be scored in a number of categories. The sum of scores of all 15 categories for a given subject's Rorschach is the main dependent variable: total sexual features. Four subcategories of the 15 categories corresponding to the four aforementioned explanations for sexual disturbances were also identified: (a) general sexual references, (b) sexual deviation responses, (c) atypical sexual responses, and (d) sexual responses with disrupted ego functions. The source of each of these four overlapping categories is also noted in Table 1 . We hoped that the analysis would elucidate which of the 4 and possibly which of the 15 sexual responses accounted for the most variance between sexual and control groups.
A pilot study was undertaken to establish interscorer reliability and to ensure feasibility. Eleven graduate students were given 30 Rorschach responses to score for the 15 categories. These judges agreed with the criterion more than 95%, a criterion that had been established by Leslie Morgan before the judges reviewed the responses.
A second pilot study was designed to develop objective criteria for scoring Item G, negative or derogatory female percepts. The Adjective Checklist (Gough & Heilbrun, 1965 ) and Exner's (1986) Form Quality Tables were used to develop an objective list of Rorschach response descriptors. Three clinical psychologists reviewed these lists and were asked to identify derogatory or negative descriptors of women. If all three independently agreed, then a given descriptor was included in the list of derogatory descriptors for study.
The Guardedness index consisted of six variables previously associated with defensiveness. They are R.L.Afo, DQv, PSV, and rejections (Exner, 1986) . For each subject, each of these six variables was transformed to a z score and then summed (R was multiplied by -1 so that high scores indicated more guardedness). To minimize the effects of extreme scores on any one variable, a maximum absolute value of 2.5 was used for any individual variable within the index.
Procedure
Community clinics provided volunteers. All subjects gave informed consent. After subjects completed the demographic questionnaire, the experimenter randomly assigned the subjects in each group to the sex- Table 1 Total Sexual Responses A. Sexual anatomy responses that include genitalia, breasts/bust (Rapaport et al., 1968) and/or human or animal anatomy and/or x-ray responses concerned with body parts in the waist area that included hips, buttocks, pelvic region, private parts, and internal reproductive organs (Rapaport et al., 1968) . B. Autoerotic behavior of human or animals, such as masturbation, playing with genitalia, breasts, or buttocks (Schafer, 1954) . C. Confusion of sexual identification of either humans or animals having physical features of both sexes or clothing, grooming, or described as a hermaphrodite or as androgynous (Due & Wright, 1945; Goldfried, 1975; Tuber & Coates, 1985 (Murray, 1985; Schafer, 1954; Wheeler, 1949 ). E. References to sexual deviations: bestiality, sex with children, sadistic and/or masochistic sex acts, sex with nonhuman objects, sex with nonconsenting partners, cross-dressing, exhibitionism, voyeurism, and pornographic materials (American Psychiatric Association, 1987; Bergmann, 1945) . F. Differences between opposite-sex human content and same-sex human content (Bash, 1983; Klatskin & Eron, 1970; Wysocki & Wysocki, 1977) . This score was calculated for the whole record by subtracting the number of same-sex human contents from the number of opposite-sex human contents.
G. Negative or derogatory names or adjectives associated with a female human or animal percept* (Schafer, 1954) . H. Responses that include suggestive clothing that reflect such things as lingerie, underwear, see-through clothing, disrobing, or partial nudity (Holt & Havel, 1960) . I. Heterosexual behavior involving sex acts between two opposite-sex people or animals (Rapaport et al., 1968) . J. Homosexual behavior involving sex acts with same-sex people or animals (Rapaport et al., 1968) . K. Romantic interactions or sexual foreplay involving, for example, any reference to kissing, love, holding hands, stroking, playing with hair, couples dancing, flirting, massaging, dating, or otherwise demonstrating romantic or sexual interest in one another (Holt & Havel, 1960) . L. Reproductive organs or activities in plants or cellular life forms such as stamen and pistils, pollination, cells splitting, and spermatozoa (Holt & Havel, 1960) . M. All responses that meet the criteria for A to E or G to L are accompanied by a cognitive special score indicative of cognitive problems (Exner, 1986) . N. All reponses that meet the criteria for A to E or G to L and are scored as FQ-, indicative of perceptual distortions (Exner, 1986) . O. Any responses that meet the criteria for A to E or G to L and are accompanied by a special score or MOR and/or AG, signifying stimulation or poor control of aggressive drives and feelings of being damaged (Exner, 1986; Weiner, 1966) . ual study instructional set or neutral instructional set by reading one of the two introductions. The experimenter told the sexual instructional set subjects that the study concerned sexuality and the neutral instructional set subjects that it addressed the Rorschach examiner's ability to administer the test. Subjects were assured that their Rorschach responses and all information in the study would remain confidential and that no one in the treatment agencies would become aware of their responses. Immediately thereafter, Rorschachs were administered by one of the qualified examiners. Finally, a sexual disturbance questionnaire and the BSI were administered, and subjects were debriefed.
Rorschach Scoring
Rorschach examiners were unaware of the nature and purpose of the research, as well as the types of subject being tested. There were 5 female and 5 male examiners, and each tested 8 subjects and scored the records. Each examiner had performed above average in a semesterlong course in projective testing, and some had further coursework experience in projective testing. As a preliminary check, all coded a record from Exner's text (1986) and agreed with the original scoring more than 80% of the time. Most of the errors were in the distinction between unusual (FQu) and distorted (FQ-) form qualities and among the cognitive special scores.
Because of these minor discrepancies and their potential consequences for categories M and N (see Table 1 ), a conservative, multistep procedure was adopted to minimize errors. First, all sexual content scores were rescored for form quality and special scores by other similarly qualified graduate students. These are the only Comprehensive System scores required for the sexual content scoring in this study. Total agreement with this second group of scores was calculated for each examiner. Two of the 10 examiners did not reach 80% agreement with this second set of raters. Donald J. Viglione, Jr., who was unaware of the group assignments of the subjects, rescored form quality and special scores. He has taught Comprehensive System coding since 1977 and is currently employed as an instructor for Rorschach Workshops. From the resultant, reliably scored protocols, four similarly qualified graduate students scored the responses for the 15 sexual response categories. Again, these judges were unaware of the nature and purpose of the study A response was counted for a given category only when all four judges independently assigned h to that category.
Results
Analysis of variance (ANCAA) was used for the statistical analyses of the data for the 80 subjects. As in much Rorschach research, the distributions of the dependent variables were skewed with many zero values. In cases of ANOVA, this non-normality results in worrisome violations of the homogeneity of variance assumption.
Because of the heterogeneity of variance problem, the data for total sexual features were transformed using a square root. As expected, the sexually disturbed group gave more total sexual features than did the control group, F(l, 72) = 30.85, p < .001. This main effect was large and accounted for approximately 27% of the variance (a; 2 = .27). Main effects for instructional set, F(\, 72) = 1.72, ns, and gender, F(l, 72) = 1.97, ns, were not significant. Descriptive data regarding these comparisons are included in Table 2 .
Data for the analysis of general sexual references were also transformed by use of the square root. Again, the group effect was significant, F(\, 72) = 26.8, p < .0001, a 2 = .23. Instructional set was significant, F(l, 72) = 4.2, p = .04, o> 2 = .03. Again, the effect for gender was not significant, F(l, 72) = 0.84, ns. However, the interaction between group and instructional set was significant, F(l, 72) = 5.1, p = .03, <o 2 = .05. The significant interaction necessitated the further analysis of cell means to determine under which instructional set conditions sexually disturbed subjects differed from control subjects. In the sexual study instructional set, the sexually disturbed group produced many more general sexual references than did the control group, F(l, 38) = 33.04, p < .001, = .44. The same was not true in the testing study instructions, F(l, 72) = 3.86, ns. (Descriptive data regarding this interaction are presented in Table 3 .) Although the interaction for total sexual features was not significant, total sexual features and general sexual references are correlated at .92. The mean for total sexual features is twice as great. This large correlation could only occur if the sum of the remaining categories (Sexual Deviation + Atypical Sex + Sex with Ego Disturbances) differed greatly for group but not for instructional set or for the interaction. To test this notion, an exploratory ANOVA was calculated for this variable, after it was transformed by square root. This analysis produced the expected results: Group, F(l, 72) = 27.75, p < 0.0001, a; 2 = .35; instructional Set, F(l, 72) = .24, ns; interaction, F(\, 72) = 1.94, ns. Accordingly, data for total sexual features and for the sum of the remaining categories are also presented in Table 3 .
Sexual deviation responses were quite rare and statistical assumptions were violated. Accordingly, data were categorized as present or absent (see Table 1 under Freq.) and analyzed by chi-square with Yates corrections. Results were negative (group, X 2 (l,N= 80) = 0.37 ns; instructional set, x(l,N= 80) = 0.0, ns). Atypical sexual responses were also transformed to categorical data (see Table 4 for frequency data). The analysis was significant for group, x 2 (1, N = 80) = 11.51, p = .001, but not for instructional set, x(l, #= 80) = 0.51, ns.
Sexual responses associated with disrupted ego functioning were transformed using the squared root and revealed a significant effect for group, F(l, 72) = 9.82, p < 01, <o = .09. The main effect for instructional set was not significant, F(l, 72) = 0.25, ns), and gender was not significant, F(l, 72) = 0.86, ns.
With 10 planned significance tests of the hypotheses conducted at p = .05, less than 1 significant difference would be expected by chance. The derived pattern of results suggests considerable faith in the group results and more tentative interpretation of the instructional set interaction results.
In the post hoc analyses of covariance (ANCOVA) of total sexual features and general sexual references, the covariate, Guardedness, was significant. Because of earlier nonsignificant results for gender of examiner, it was omitted from these analyses. The results are presented in Table 5 and reveal the same pattern as in the ANOVAs. Guardedness correlated significantly with total sexual features at -.33 and -.31 with general sexual references.
A number of additional analyses were conducted to explore important features of the sexual responses. A stepwise multiple regression analysis was performed to identify which of the sexual response subcategories discriminated best between sexually disturbed subjects and the controls. The results of this analysis identified five categories and are presented in Table 6 . To compare this group of five to the total of sexual categories and the Comprehensive System sex content score, two point-biserial correlations were conducted. It was found that the group correlated at .53 with total of sexual features but only at .29 with the Comprehensive System sex score. These correlations clearly reveal that these new subtle sexual contact scores account for a considerable amount of variance beyond that associated with the more obvious Comprehensive System sex content score.
Discussion
A significant contribution of this study is the development of a reliable, objective list of sexual responses incorporating both subtle and obvious sexual references. These responses incorporate meaningful subtle sexuai references that go beyond the Comprehensive System sex response. These responses added significant discriminative power in identifying sexual disturbances in this study. The five best predictors (see Table 5 ) are indirect or subtle, suggesting that they may have been less subject to conscious manipulation and filtering. Such sexual subtleties may not be fully recognized by the subject and may inadvertently express sexual issues.
Regarding further research on this list of sexual responses, it appears that it may be advisable to collapse the categories of autoerotic behavior, sexual deviations, homosexual behaviors, and heterosexual behaviors into one category because each rarely occurs. In addition, the methodological rigor used in this first empirical validation of Rorschach sexual responses resulted in a rather conservative operational definition for percepts of women with negative connotations that now needs to be revised.
The major results clearly revealed a large effect for sexual disturbance on the total of sexual categories (i.e., the entire list of sexual responses). These results provide crucial empirical validation from a well-controlled study that sexually disturbed subjects produce more sexual responses under certain conditions than do closely matched but nonsexually disturbed subjects. General support is provided for the notion that sexual contents escape defenses in sexual disturbances and can be expressed in Rorschach responses under certain conditions.
The results allow some discrimination among the four possible explanations of sexual disturbances presented in the introduction. Certainly, in this study, sexual perpetrators did not produce sexually deviant responses (i.e., percepts reflecting their behavior). Accordingly, no support is provided for the notion that sexual disturbances are accompanied by interest in sexual deviations that is in turn expressed in Rorschach responses. Basically, the Rorschach does not provide such a detailed picture of one's inner world-a test limitation that is often forgotten. On the other hand, some support was provided for the notion that sexual disturbances are accompanied by atypical sexual interests and gender confusion, as measured by atypical sexual responses. The fourth explanation also was supported: The results for sex responses with ego disturbances suggest that sexual disturbances are accompanied by disruptions in judgment, cognition, and reality testing. The results of the exploratory regression analysis also indicate that gender issues underlie sexual behavioral disturbances. Four of the five most valid sex responses (sexual identity confusion, sex-typed percepts, opposite-vs. same-sex percepts, and derogatory percepts of women) suggest gender issues. This notion has been supported by the research of Keltikanbas (1984) , Schlesinger and Kutash (1981) , and Wysocki and Wysocki (1977) .
The implications for general sexual references are more complicated. A large interaction qualified the effect of group and instructional set. Only with general sexual references was there an effect for instructional set or an interaction containing it. Analysis of cell means revealed a very large effect for group in the sexual study instructional sets but not in the control set. Apparently, instructional set influenced the sexually disturbed subjects' tendency to articulate general sexual references in their Rorschach responses.
Consistent with previous literature (Exner, 1986; Schafer, 1954) , these findings indicate that sexual disturbance is associated with sexual content references on the Rorschach, but a "permissive" environment or instructional set may be necessary for the expression of that disturbance in content. To the extent that instructional set influenced conscious inhibitions, the results support the two-step process with both internal psychic processes and social approval-external taboos influencing the production of sexual responses. Previously, Rorschach systemetizers (Exner, 1986 , Rapaport et al, 1968 Schafer, 1954) have suggested that sexual content is subject to such social approval influences.
This two-step understanding of the Rorschach sexual reference responses is consistent with notions of the response process and limitations of the Rorschach. Exner, Armbruster, and Mittman (1978) demonstrated that subjects can produce about 100 responses on the test and that social desirability and psychopathology affect the total possible number of responses. This finding and others on instructional set led Exner (1991) to specify a phasic response process in which many responses are produced but few are delivered. Most responses are filtered out, and one of the filters, he hypothesized, is a social desirability filter. Apparently, in this study sexual content was filtered out for social desirability reasons. Exner (1986 Exner ( ,1991 has consistently maintained that the strength of the test is in the structure rather than in content analysis. The present results would indicate that sexual content data may be manipulated at a conscious or "near conscious" level.
The fact that the instructional set did not influence the atypical sexual responses and sexual responses with ego disturbances qualify this interpretation of the general sexual reference finding. Apparently, the instructional set was not specific enough to influence gender disturbance and ego disruption components of sexual responses. These may qualify as more subtle distinctions in components of sexual responses, so that they more easily escape one's conscious manipulation. Stated in other terms, sexually disturbed individuals may be aware of general sexual references in their potential responses and screen them out. They may be less effective with more subtle aspects, particularly gender issues, as indicated by the regression analysis.
The guardedness variable results stimulate some interesting speculations. Using it as a control deserves further consider-ation. In Rorschach research, it is important to demonstrate that significant findings do not result from a general increase in productivity. Thus, the demonstration of no significance for some variables related to productivity is essential so that findings can be attributed to the hypothesized response parameters rather than overall productivity on the test. It entails a methodological control that is too often omitted in Rorschach research: discriminant validity. As expected, Rorschach guardedness was inversely correlated with sexual responses but did not eliminate group differences when its effect was removed.
Practical issues regarding the assessment of sexual disturbances can also be offered. Most important, one must consider the subject's understanding of the context of the evaluation. Subjects who are motivated to conceal sexual disturbances may be able to do so. On the other hand, subjects trying to conceal obvious sexual content (such as sexual crime perpetrators being evaluated) who reveal a large number of subtle sexual responses, particularly around gender issues, may suffer from some type of sexual disturbance. A limitation of the current research is relevant in this context. Sexually disturbed subjects volunteering to take the Rorschach may not generalize to evaluations of suspected sexually disturbed individuals. Under threat of censure, sexually disturbed individuals may be more motivated to censor sexual responses and be more successful in removing these references.
Certainly, these sexual responses deserve further study. The list of responses needs to be cross-validated with samples that are less overtly sexually disturbed and also with women. This procedure would enable one to address the question of whether the findings are applicable to general sexual disturbances, even neurotic conflict, or only to sex offenders. It is premature to restrict the list to the five best sex response predictors at this point, but further testing of the gender issue and subtle allusions is appropriate. Nonpatient norms would also be quite helpful. More work on the effect of incorporating some negative consequences is critical to our generalizing tightly controlled empirical findings to clinical and forensic evaluations. From the point of view of understanding the Rorschach itself, more work in the interplay between instructional set, content, and structure is important. A particularly useful but difficult focus might be the subject's own spontaneous "self-instructional set." Finally, the interaction between these sexual reference and other Rorschach variables, particularly the Ego Impairment Index (Perry & Viglione, 1991) in various levels and types of disturbances would prove quite interesting.
